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Hanoi’s V iew 

Talk With North Vietnamese Journalists 
Helps Illuminate Problems of Peace 


By Chalmers M. Roberts 

PARIS — The mutual suspi- 
cions, the gulf in understand- 
ing across ithe Paris peace 
conference table, become a 
bit more comprehensible 
When they are talked out in 
private, as American and 
North Vietnamese journalists 
can do over lunch. The result 
is surely not to resolve the 
problem but it may help illu- 
minate it. 

THE KEY necessity, the 
North Vietnamese say, is that 
the United States must admit 
that it is the aggressor in 
South Vietnam. Ambassador 
Henry Cabot Lodge has been 
avoiding this admission, say- 
ing it is better to look to the 
future than to the past. But 
only if history is correctly in- 
terpreted can a solution be 
found. 

But, one responds, no 
American Government is 
ever going to say the United 
States has been the aggres- 
sor. To do so, among many 
reasons, would be to say that 
more than 30,000 Americans 
have been wrongly sent to 
their deaths. 

Perhaps, comes the answer, 
It does not have to be said in 
public; perhaps it can be said 
in private. But it must be 
conceded. 

Why? What is the logic? 
Because only if this is con- 
ceded can the United States 
do what is necessary: agree 
to pull out its troops and let 
the South Vietnamese solve 
the political future of the 
South without outside inter- 
ference. 

At present, so the Hanoi 
line of argument goes, the 
United States is fighting a 
war it cannot win. It also is 
trying to bolster what the 
Communists always call the 
puppets in Saigon by giving 
them more American arms 
and by intensifying the mili- 
tary training of the “puppet” 
army. 


THIS LEADS to the belief 
in Hanoi that the Americans 
are simply trying to continue 
their control of South Viet- 
nam by another route — in 
short, that they do not really 
want to get out as they say 
they do. The Americans are 
clinging to the Saigon regime 
as a new tactic to hang on in 
South Vietnam, a new way of 
continuing their aggression. 

One asks: What about the 
thesis constantly advanced by 
the Communist side that 
once American troops with- 
drew, the Saigon regime and 
its army would collapse? The 
response is that they surely 
would in time bult it it might 
take a while longer* espe- 
cially now that the Ameri- 
cans are giving the troops 
more arms and more train- 
ing. (This point was twice 
made and with emphasis.) 

Furthermore, it is added, 
we read reports that the 
United States would not with- 
draw all its forces but would 
leave behind perhaps 200,000 
of them as a backstop to the 
“puppet” army. 

Hence back to the all-im- 
y portant necessity of an Amer- 
ican admission of aggression. 
Only by conceding that can 
the United States logically 
agree to pull out all its 
troops and let the South Viet- 
namese solve their problems 
themselves. 

HERE, WE ARE talking 
about what is called the polit- 
’ ical problem. After all, the 
; war is being fought over who 
: shall control South Vietnam 
l politically. The implication, 
quite clearly, of the Hanoi 
view is that the United States 
simply is not yet prepared to | 



let the South Vietnamese 
work that out among them- 
selves. 

What does that mean? one 
asks. The program of the Na- 
tional Liberation Front, the 
political arm of the Vietcong, 
it is explained, calls for inde- 
pendence, democracy, peace, 
neutrality. 

All these words have been 
debased; they mean different 
things in Hanoi and in Wash- 
ington. Is it not the fact, one 
inquires, that the aim of the 
Front, as of the Hanoi govern- 
ment, is to unite the country 
under the leadership of Ho 
Chi Minh? 

The answer: This is not the 
concern of the United States. 
Unification will take time at 
any rate because the two 
Vietnams have developed dif- 
ferently. 

The answer, of course, is 
confirmation by indirection. 


There are other facets 
to such a journalistic conver- 
sation but these are the main 
themes. There is, for in- 
stance, talk of worldwide con- 
demnation of the American 
stand in Vietnam, with a 
presumption of new pres- 
sures to come on Washington. 
There also is talk of high 
American casualties’ produc- 
ing trouble for President 
Nixon at home if he does not 
act on the facts as the Com- 
munists see the facts. 

Much of such a conversa- 
tion is repetitive of whit is 
said formally at the Thursday 
conference sessions. Yet in 
an informal chat, there is a 
bit more spelling out. 

How determined both 
Hanoi and Washington are to 
stick to their current confer- 
ence postures is their own se- 
cret. Thus far, compromise is 
just a word. 



